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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP.452/2010

|

RAMESH CHANDER & ORS ... Appellants !
Through: Mr.L.B. Rai, Advocate -
|
versus :
UNION OF INDIA& ORS. ... Respondents

Through: Mr.Sanjay Poddar, Advocate for R-1
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG

ORDER
% 08.07.2011

For orders, see LA.APP.No. 784/2005.
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PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

JULY 08, 2011
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| A Appellant
.~ ' Through:+ . ,.MrLB Ral Advocate, - -
o U MrlS. Dahiya, Advocate, = o
| © ' .MrDS.Lakra, Advocate, -
o ~ 0 Mr.K.Sunil, Advocate, P
s o0 MrAnyj Bh#ndari, Advocate
B IVlr Shadam Farashat Advocate

“‘"’1~> s

Ceoeben AT

Versus

R

Lo e Respondents
Through Mr SanJay Poddar Standmg S TR

. “Counsel (LA), GNCT Delhi with . . !
P ., .Ms.Deepika, Mr.Sachin Nawaniand © -
T s M Siddharth.Panda Advocates -
S  Mr.Ajay Verma, ;Ms.Kanika
o ', »Agnihotri, Mr. Kunal ‘Sharma; R
co . x iMr.Sumer Sethi Mr.B.B.Sharma, .- v
SN TR “'Ms.Shobhna Takiar and Mr Arun ST
oo b rrbal Advocates for. DDA S

JOI & ORS

T - TR
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LA APP 879/2005,  LA. APP 880 881/2005 CLAAPP
| 1;121/2006 143/2007 (Relating to Notification u/s 4 dated
25.02.1997 & Aw,ard No.2/1999- 2000 Vlilage Mundka) o

“AND

e, sz

LA APP. 583/2009 LA APP 603/2009 LA. /—\PP 604/2009., ',
LA APP 606/2009 LA.APP. 610/2009 74/2010 LA. APP 78/2010.
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;331/2010 LA, APP. 332/2010, LA.APP..333/2010 -with ‘M- APPL. o
| No. 5524/2011, LA.APR. 335/2010, LA.APP;"367/2010, LAAPP. o
1 368/2010, LA.APP.. 369/2010, LAAPP 371/2010 & CM APPL.
i No. 20099/2010 LAAPP. 374/2010, LA/APP. 375/2010, LA.APP.
' 379/2010, LAAPP. 423/2010, : LAAPP.

YMA.APP: - 461/2010,. LAAPP.  472/2010, LAAPPS
T ;o LA.APP. 696/2010 & CM APPL. No. 6340/2011, LA:APP.
°697/2010, LA'APP, 698/2010 & CM APPL. 1734/2011, LA:APP..

R 2 S o ks € Gt b P IO e 0 3 e
s

\706/2010 & -CM APPL 17215/2010 LA.APP, 707/2010 LAAPP _
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AT A Gy e st
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”aLA APP 125/2011 LA. APP 126/2011 'LA APP. 258/2011
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i fNo 3/2005- 06, V|||age Mundka)

i ILA.ARP. 1042/2010 LAAPP: 1047/2010

'-E(Relatmg to., Notlﬂcatlon u/s 4__;dated 21, 03 2003 & Award

‘»9@7/2010 LAAPP 938/2010 LAAPP '939/2010 LAAPP
11034/2010 & CM APPL 3086/2011, LA'APP. 1040/2010 & CM
{APPL: 5673/2011,. LAAPP 1041/2010, LA.APP. 11043/2010,
}LAAPP 11045/2010, LA.APP. 1046/2010, LA.APP.- -1048/2010,.
'LA.APP. 1049/2010, LA.APP. 1050/2010, LAAPP. 11056/2010,
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RREE LA, APB. 40/2009 & Cross Objectlons LAAPP, 426/2!09
{LAAPP!  428/2009, 442/2009, ~LA.APP. 611/2009 LAAPP.

5616/2009 LAAPP 2782010 1 1T

!(Relatmg to Not|f|cat|on u/s 4 dated 24 09 2003 & Award

’;No 3/2004 05 VlHage Bakkarwala) '

5 :

I

“1067/2010 LA APP 11/2011 LA. APP 122/2011

‘iNo 1/2006 O7 Vlllage Bakkarwala)

CORAM ' ' oy
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRA_IOG

1. -Whether the Reporters of: Iocal papers may be aIIowed

to see the Judgment? o :

2. To be: referred to Reporter or not? ;" , SRR
3. Whether the Judgment should be reported ln the Drgest‘?

-'x

{
;1.‘ N am deodmg the above captroned appeals and,

I

;relatable CIVII mrscellaneous apphcatlons WhICh are by way of
;’\

=cross obJectlons aII of Wthh have been ilsted herelnabove

LAAPP. 1029/2010. & CM ':N0.5948/2011, LAAPP
41030/2010 LAAPP 1031/2010, LA.APP. '1033/2010 &.CM
\No.6645/2011, * LA.APP.  1062/2010, . 1063/2010 &  CM -
'N0.6943/2011, LA.APP. 1064/2010, LA.APP. 1066/2010, LAAPP t
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Thfe present dec15|on concerns lssue of flxatlo' of fair

wpe e s e

2
market value of land in the revenuelestate of Vlllage Bakkarwala
and vnllage Mundka _' f : A

| 3. : g The dates on. whlch fair market value of the la""d has
“to beﬂ,,determlned may be graphlcally noted as under - |

S NO Name Of Vlllaqe ' Date of notlflcatlon unde‘
= B ,_Sectlon 4 of the LA Act v

. ’Bakkarwala = 24 9. 2003‘_j, -
"+ . - Bakkarwala - - 17.6.2005' ’

~Mundka - ©:25.2.1997 < -
Mundka ‘,-.;,‘,,-,.‘2‘“1-3-2‘003‘;‘;-1
. .;Mundka A T 6. 2005:;7*

R

i
-

Sl
5
3.
4
5.

4 |t may be hlghllghted that the notlflcatlon 'a ,.‘serlal
No 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to vnllage Bakkarwala lS the same ,
»pursuant whereto. lands were achlred in the revenue estate of

Vo

'=la'ge Mundka as per serlal No 5 above S
"‘lr, 3

fg Abuttlng NH 10 leadlng from the C|ty of Delhl a the_
townshlp of Rohtak In thes State of Haryana are vnllages Mundka
Ghevra and Tikri Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala lles towards the

b4 \'

other snde of the Southern boundary of vzllage Mundkaw" The'

difference between the topology of the two Vlllages lS whereas '
the land of ylllage Mundka abuts NH 10; that of v""’l'lage :
Bakkarwala does not SO abut belng on the other Slde of the
Southern boundary of revenue estate of v1llage Mundka ;

76§ : , CAs we proceed from the city-of Delhl to'the townshlp

of Rohtak v1|lage Mundka is crossed» ﬂrst followed by vnllage
Ghevra and then VIllage lerl Kalan R BT R RN

7 ? Agncultural lands Il‘l Vlllage Mundka were acqwred

LA APP 784/2005 & connected :

I
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Bakkarwala were acqu1red pursuant to a. notlflcatlon dated

P T

«««««

4 of the Land Acquusutlon Act as per award No 2/1999/2000
Agrlcultural lands in the revenueeestate of V|llage Mundka Were
f

rther acqulred pursuant to a" notlflcatlon dated 21'."32003

lssued under Sectlon 4. of the Land Ach|5|t|on Act as per: award

No 3/2005 06 as. also award No 1%@005 06 Further lands |n the '_‘
revenue estate of the same vnllage were acqurred pursuant to a |

notlflcatlon dated 17 6. 2005 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land

Acqwsrtlon Act as per Award No 13/2006 07 e
Agrlcultural lands i the revenue estate of v1|lage

24 9 2@03 lssued under Sectlon 4. of the Land Acquusmon Act as

1 per Award No 3/20@4 05 Further lands ln the revenue estate of

'the same V|llage were acqurred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated

9. o In a nut shell

i Mundka were. acqunred) as per award No 1/2006 07.
the Land Acquusmon Collector

g 17.6. 2005 (the same notlflcatlon under Wthh Iands |n VIIIage

'
%

determlned the falr market value ofthe acqwred Iands under all

"‘“10. - For clarlty

F1 the awards thh reference to the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural
Iand as notlfled by the Government of NCT Delhl _ U
may note that pertalnlng to the ‘

notification dated 25 2: 1997 under Wthh agrlcultural lands ln

~{the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka were acqulred the Iearned

'Land Ach|S|t|on Collector determlned the falr market value wrth

reference to the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land notlfled ,

of Sectlon 4 notlflcatlon was anterlor in pornt of tlme dlscounted

lA APP: 7821/2005 & connected

o
!
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";’;’-:;the pnce for one year @ 11 5% perl annum Thls prlce was
; L adopted for category A lands | For lands in category B the,f-;"" [ :
£ . was further dlscounted by 290, OOO/ per acre Pertalnlng to, the | N
o ; notlflcatlons . dated 21 3. 2003 and 24 9. 2003 h Land o
‘l ,;Acqursntlon Collector relled upon the notlflcatlon flxmg ‘the s
Y
g mlnlmum pnce of agrlcultural land as of 1.4. 2001 and ga_ve no ’
beneflt of enhancement wrth re erence to the fact that the falr ‘
lmarket value of the’ lands to be determlned was as of 21 3 2003 |
t =and 2492@03 : Even pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated F
i ‘1/62005 Wthh requrred falr market value of land to be
fdetermlned ln the revenue estate of v1|lage Bakkarwala and :
i b
| {wllage Mundka as of 17. 6 2005 the Land Acqulsmon Collector
§ ldetermlned the same wnth reference to the- notlflcatlon flxmg l ;
minimum value of agrlcultural lands in Delhi as of. 1 4 2001 and =
o i }gave noincrease. S T ',
o % Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of the fair market
HIENE ! Ao
- Z lvalue of the lands by the Land Acqursrtlon Collector the land =
‘;‘ owners sought a reference under Sectlon 18 of the Land w
‘7 *Acqunsrtron Act 1894 and on’ the reference belng made v1de w
Narlous Judgments and decrees Wthh are under challenge in R :
§ :che above captloned appeals the Reference Court took g
R correctlve actlon as per the vrew of the Reference Court and | l "
By ‘ ‘ ES
. i ienhanced the fair. market value A R N R
i 12-’. . ln ‘a nut shell pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated
‘ 25 2. 1997 vide WhICh agrlcultural lands in village Mundka were 3
l ‘acqwred the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatlor' as
il
i vvas adopted by the Land Acqurs tIO"l CoIlector under Wthh the
£ : .
{ LAAPP, 784/poos&connected IR Page70f19
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i l
| Government of NCT Delhi had flxed the . mlnlmum value lfor o |
.! agrlcultural lands in Delhi 1 e 1. 4 1997 but as agalnst the Lahd _ :
y Acqulsrtlon Collector depressmg the prlce @ 11 5% for fuII one
lyear adoptlng the' percentage 115 decreased the value by_d
%only 34 clays masmuch as the date with reference whereto' :
v Government had. notlfled the mlnlrnum value was 1. 4 1997 and
the notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4. of the Land Acqwsrtlon Act was o
; dated 25 2. 1997 This was the value flxed for category A lands,",_ t :
land for category B Iands wrth reference to the values for ‘
§ category A land depressed the same by 390, OOO/ per acre | .
,l 3.0 Thus for category A lands the Reference Court.- |
i determlned the falr market value @ 39,89, 288/ per acre. and for‘ _

category B. land the same Was determlned @ ?8 99 288/ per :
acre ; » f. K f i Af'_ : SR ] l . l;l
14 3 f Pertammg to the notlflcatlons dated 21 3. 2003 and ) i
¢ 24 9. 2@03 whereunder agrlcultural lands in vnllage Mundka and
vnIlage Bal<karwa|a respectlvely were, acquured the Reference | o
fCourt took note of the fact that after the Government had. ‘
: notlﬂed the mlnrmum rates for agrlcultural lands in Delhl as of
.¥ ' 4. 2001 the next rewsron was as of 30. 8. 2005 Usmg the sald
“ dates and the m|n|mum prlce notlfled by the Government of NCT, :
Delhl the Reference Court adopted the . prlncrple of mean
average What the Reference Court dld was to adopt the value”-f
;as of 1. 42001 and mcreasrng the same by 10% per annum-'
ldetermlned the enhanced pr;ce as of 21 3. 2003 as also |

_-§2492003 Thereafter the Reference Court took the value.,' B
i notified as of 30.8.2005 and depressmg the same by 10% per. ’{:}-\‘
;LAAPP784/2005&connected I R pagegoflg ' t
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Asum arnved at is ?15 92 215/) For the date 24 9 2003 the

R

¢ A

e

“comes to ?15 92 083 33 per acre (ln some’ decrsnons I note_

pnce determlned was. ?20 41, OOO/ per acre. .
15 Lt Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated 1762005

lpursuant whereto agncultural Iands were acqmred in v1llage-_-_

e S

dBal<karwa|a and Mundka the Iearned Reference Court adopted‘ |
the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural lands notlfled by the.?,
‘Government of NCT Delhl vvlth effect from 1 4 2001 and glvmg

l mcrease @10% per annum determ'ned the value and Wlth %

% respect to the lands in V|I|age Mundka on account of locatlo al

i ladvantage belng abuttlng NH 10 gave 5%, more and

ldetermlned the falr market value as! of 1762005 m suy;' g :

?21 37 017. 75 per acre. and for leage Bakkarwala the "p \e

'f“ tdetermlned was ?20 35 255/ per acre. P ' ,

l*l? # - 1n the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo"mt"'

(L 4

A fwhlch f'l have penned proflled ‘the reasonlng of the Land

; lAcqursmon Collector as also that of the Reference Court 1 delve

mto the argurnents advanced before me durlng heanng today

40 ‘ ' -

117. ¢ With reference to the evndence led in LAC. R

:':i'"'iNo 384/2004 /amna Vs. UOL. & Ors it was urged by Sh L. B al |

, :I@arned counsel for the appellant in LA App No 784/2005 whtch . )

b gargument was; adopted by: other learned counsel who appeared

for the ‘other appellants that the learned Trial Judge Was not

lf.JUStlfled in |gnonng the sale deed Ex.P- 1 v{/hereunder 1 blgha

% ?LAAPP 784/2005&connected 2-‘ o - Page90f19 o .
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§

}
é«a‘s@n g Iorswa of agncultural land ln vrllage Mundka was sold as p;f;i' .
[5. zg 96 for a sale consrderatlon of 24, 75 000/ ?38 000/ Wasf' |
't re.d towards sale duty and thus the price of the land would e

;5 ,be,gﬁ 13 OOO/ and calculated wnth reference thereto land pnce,"'_.

p,en brgha would come to T4,46 OOO/ as of 5.8. 1996 Learne

»
{
H
b
i

A couﬁlsel would urge that there is ho reason not to hold that falr,

f

nl‘arﬂ(et value of agncultural Iands in v1llalge Mundka was

?4 4;6 OOO/ per blgha as of 58 1996 Taklng the argument

| forward lt is urged that wrth reference to the said pnce falr
. *market value needs to be determmed as of 25 2. 1993 o
;'l 21 3. 2003 and 17.6. 2005 ie. the dates when notlflcatlons under‘

l Sectlon 4 of the Larld Acqursrtlon Act were. |ssued pursuant .

' whereto agncultural Iands were acqurred in VIIlage Mundka by\
- nncreasmg the pnce progressrvely, if not by 12% per annum at‘
least by- ;10% per annum Atiis urged trat on the" same baSlS

%
H
Y
3
4
'
’f
!

jvallages ‘and |n fact Vlllage lerl Kalan IS further towards the‘
townshlp of Rohtak some lncrease be made m the value of t’he-"

l}lénd in vnllage Mundka and Bakkarwala wrth reference to t,,.e’

’ .’%Judgment and decree dated 19 12 2008 deCIdlng a batch of
'*Land Acqursrtlon Appeals lead ~matter bemg LA Appeal '_

SNo 193/2006 Prarap 5//70/7 (Deceased) Thr LRs l/5 UO/ as’ per

V\/thh fa|r market value of- land per. blgha was determlned |nt
the revenue estate of vrllage len Kalan as of 16 11. 1995 )
;116 1996 and 17. 12 2002 at ?2 15 164/- for category A land f'

»_...'ﬁ_..
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Vlllage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely it was urged that srnce.’. |
ivlllages T|l<r| Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous'.. .

| land pr|ce should be’ determlned for the agrlcultural lands |n '
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ii ?l ,‘ ’%' f \ , . ; "._/‘
and ?1 73 500/- for category B land ?2 35 850 for category: 'A oy
land and ?1 90, 150/— for category B land; ?4 02, 850/ ':f.;o'rf
v §ategory ﬁ Jand .a;nd §3 24, 850/- for category B land o
lrespectnvew R T Ot S
f 18 LR may note here that in varlous land acqursrtlon i !
. i
: ; _references varlous partres have proved a number of sale de‘eds ' .
:‘ 1 el
?executed from time to tlme but dunng xarguments today be ore
ST .
. e, learned counsel for the land owners have only rel|ed uponv'
S} the sale’deed Ex P o R L e T R
N o
' l 19 Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar Iearned counsel for the,,
B TR ! |
b tJOl Would urge that the sale pr|ce as per EX. P 1 cannot be_‘
adopted as the yardstlck for the reason, to be a representatlve‘
; sample of the whole the - sample must bear some adequate
4 proportron to the whole For example' learned counsel would_‘
l urge that if |t has to be determlned whether What percentage of-'
| g'»wstones are mrxed rn a bag of r|ce lt would not: be a safe metho : i
b i o ] r
_- ; ito pick only one graln for rf it happens to be the grarn of rlce\_ B
"" ‘one would lead to the conclusron that the bag is 100% full of rlce," |
, tand lf that one gra|n happens to be a plece of stone one Would}.'? |
gb .
} reach to the conclusnon thatthe bag is full of stones At least a
4o L
f -flstful should be l|fted and. then checked as a representatlve_‘. _
‘ sample ’|s the example glven The second- reason.-on whichl :
| Iearned counsel would attack the sale deed as’ not belng ]
o representatlve of the prlce is the reason that people do come to | o
- . 1 I
3 know abou% pendlng acqwsrtron lnasmucn‘as before acqulsrtlons l e
l,lf“-%‘re made, land in: the area is surveyed Wlthout a survey lt }
. E \;Nould be d»rfflcult to lssue even the notlflcatron under’ Sectron 4
! (A APP. 784/2005&connected S SN Lo Page 1 of19 -
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'T@ff the Land ACQUlSlthn Act.. Learned c_ounsel would concede]

'txhat the réasons glven by the learned Reference Court are nottr'f,{" !
sound but would urge that the twor contentlons advanced by‘_f," b 5
hlm should be conSIdered by this. Court as the reasons as to whyff"_"
_ Eer 1 be \not taken as the baSlS to determlne the falr market':v‘
'_value of lands: ln V|llage Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly,.‘;“'-"
’learned cobnsel would further urge that the four sale deedsf‘ : ‘ ,
Ex“R 1 to ‘R-4. referred to ‘in the deC|Slon of the learned;‘ff
' Reference1 Court pertalnlng to sale deeds dated 6 1 1995 &
;30 5 1997 4.6. 1997 and 8.9, 1997 relled upon by UOl wouldﬁ-,-‘_ ' B
show the actual market value of the land and thus learnedi“"-'_,.‘
counsel would urge ‘that the sald four sale deeds should be,,_,.f'_l
eonsldered but hastens tor add that snnce value reflectedf" " ¢
h thereln |s less ‘than ‘the mlnlmum “price notlfled by the:"f?-_‘ ) 3
_Government the prlce flxatlon should be‘Wlth reference to the'f‘-"fv‘,-" .
-_mlnlmum prlce notlfled by the Government Wthh lS nearest tok""”' |
the pomt of time -when the respectlve notlflcatlons were lssued,:v EE
under Sectlon 4, of the Land Ach|5|tlon Act | | o .
20‘ | An lndependent and alternatlve argument lS also .
advanced by learned counsel for the Unlon The same restsf.,‘-' P
- ltself on a deC|S|on of a DlVlSlon Bench of thls Court reported a$l‘r_' ‘ |
: ; : i L3
B 2()O6 135 DLT 231 Jai 5//7(7/7 Vs. UO!. | , e
2 21 . The deC|5lon ln_/_ /ng ’s case (supra) concerns |tself,£ o ‘
| 'W|th the determlnatlon of the fair market value of land in vnllagef,‘;_ L
.Bakkarwala Wthh were acqwred pursuant to a notlflcatlonjf__ i
:olated 1'5 10 1993 at, ?1 32,000/-" per blgha Learned counsel o
'yvould urge that the sald deClS|on has attatned flnallty lnasmuch K
LAA{P784/2005&connected JPE TR T ‘f'l Page120f19 |
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s Petltlons for Specral Leave to Appeal ﬂ%l
ourt by e|ther srde have been dlsmls_ '

before the Supreme
" Learned cou sel

,.)

|,1- N

~+

arket value of Iand rn vnllage Bakkarwala as of 15 10. 1993 at

nnum ‘to determlne the market valye - of land |n vrafge

v‘| .

Mundka falr market value of land in Vzllage Mundka should be

5% |ncrease

A

akes the argument forward by urging thaftf by adoptlng the; f’a‘lr?_’ .‘ S

?1 32, OOO/ per blgha the farr market value should be-‘,.
ascertarned by mcreasrng the pnce progresswely by 10% per_,v
Ha .

Bakkarwala as of 24 9. 2003 as also 17:6. 2005 Learned coumsel |
would urge that |n V|ew of the locatlonal advantage of VIlIage“

determlned as of 25 2. 1997 21 3 2003 and 17 6. 2005 by glvmg . :

122, ‘With respect to the sale deed EX.P- 1 whereunder }Q

'; blgha and 3 blswa of agncultural land was sold ,|n V|Ilagq<
Mundka as of 5. 8. 1996 it would assume lmportance that ther

v sale is about 7 months pnor to the date of. the notlflcatlon |ssued;

% under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act Wthh was lssued on .

i

n N

25 2. 1997 lt is a matter of common knowledge that precedrng- .
" the publlcatlon of 3 notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land o
i
Ach|S|t|on Act surveys are carned out wrth the object of
) zdetermlnlng as tos what lands compnsed ln whrch k |
i i i ' T
; % numbers and ﬂelds are requ|red to be notlfled for the prop ed '
5 }_acqulsrtlon and when th|s happens people in the area come"' ‘
} kriow that very soon there is. every |lke|lhOOd that the. Iands
' s
.{ ;would be acqwred In Delh| the large scale acquxsntlon pollcy
o enjoms upon the Government to allot at pre determlned rat'"s.," a
E ; % p|ot ofﬁdeveloped resndentlal land to the ones whose lands ‘are ) ﬁ
1 §LA APP. 784/2005‘& connected R e 715 Page 13 of19 o X
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acqu:red:and thus |t lS not uncommon for persons to purchfase

taken to be a representatlve measure of the fair market value of

land as on the date of the sale.’ Further the prmcrples of ratlo ‘

f
alnd proportlon as also the pnncrples ‘of averages and the

- pnncrples of sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of the »

‘whole 3 sample must bear at lntelllglble proportlon to- the

oAt 7

e

L e s e e,

- B e, e enteraana .

.. . )
B e

ey e,

T s e o eda Ay -

B et Tt

_ sale pnce |n t

whoJe Thus not for the reasonmg advanced by . the learned ',
t .
l?\eference. Court but for the twm reasomng hltherto fore noted |

l

‘hold that Ex: P- 1 cannot’ be good- evrdence wherefrom market

'\f/alu% of the land could be determmed There is” an addrtlonal
e sald sale deed The sale deeds Ex R

i 1 to Ex. R 4, dated 6. 1 1995 30 5 1997, 4 6. 1997 and 8. 9 1997

are also, pertamlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale prlce |
In fact,‘,‘.;'_:é Re .

reason not to rely upon th

-:rnuch lower than the sale . prlce recorded in Ex P- 1.

he sald 4 sale deeds averages much less than
ltural land in Delhl notlfled by" :

t
even the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcu

the Government

723 . '} Thus the fa|r market value of the lands would be}f"
} =
,requrred to be flxed elther wrth reference to the decrsron of thrs. i

b
‘Court |n IEl S/ngh 5 case supra) or Pratap S/nah 5 case (supra

i

l25 - The decrsron in. /a/ 5//70/75 case (supra) determrned

!

-‘farr market value of land in V|llage Bakkarwala ll'\ sum of

3

;i?l 32 OOO/ per blgha as of 15 10 1993, and the perusal thereof

J-

i LA APP 784/2005 & connected

st s sl

small parcels of lands in areas where acqursrtlons are llkely to '

take place these transactlons are spec Jlatlve and cannot be -

4. N hlghllght that both decrsrons penned by the Dlvr'sron'
| Bench of this. Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court |

’,; . 3
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g\would show that the Court assessed the ﬁasr market value v@th

ﬂsrefe"rence ,to sale deeds executed between the years 1:990 t|II

gthe year 1996 elther in VIHage T|kr| Kalan= or Vrllage Mundka

"apparently on- the premlse that belng contlguous vrllagers sale
“iprice of a,grlcultural Iand m the 2 adjommg vrllages would be'

lndlcatrve of fair market value of Iand in Vmage Bakkarwala

t
%26 o In Prarap S/nqhs case (supra) the D|v15|on Be.ch
)

{was concerned wrth agncultural Iands ln lerl Kalan and another -
_ :adjommg V|Ilage named Ghevra and pertammg to varrous
_snotlflcahons issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqurs|t|on Act

determlned the fair market value of- agrlcultural Iands |n Vlllage

L]

.|kr| Kalan and Ghevra as under

TP e «es-y

_‘S NO Date ,{ V|l|age Prlce per Blgha 1

R o et n 7

Y *‘24 07 1995 & len Kalan;:ﬂ. »:2 15, 160/ for«BIdcku
-~ lweanaees | A& LTS, 500 ?for
L . |Block B Iand P

T

; 2. },11.,0__6.;1996 T Tk Kalan T &|R2.35,815)- for Bl@ck !
o e Ghevra S ATERL0, 15/5/— for

1

{

- BIockBIand

T3 [17.12.2002 | Tikri Kalan | 34,02, 850/ for Block !
lo A s 3,24, 850/r for

Block B Iand

e =

B e e el

L et S g

k ' A o “‘. N X y_. 4 : : : ) ,. : D
27 o FoHowrng the Judgment in Pratap 5/nqh scase (supra)

'I have deoded the fair market value for the. land S|tuated ln o

revenue estate of- Vlllagé Ghevra which was acqunred pursuant

‘to notlﬂcatlon dated 6. 2 2003 |n the batch of appeals belng Land

LAAPP784/2005&connected L IR Page150f19_-:-.
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on the issue of compara
(

illage- Méundka Ghevra an o
s not abut NH 10, as, do the LT

hlghllghted that lt lS more e
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»§1nce exagtness can never be achleved

sumllarltles whlch matter Thus

e e,

l j

i ;
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Acqunsrtlon Appeal No: 489/20@9 Ch/ran//\La/ Vs Unfon of/no’/a & S iy

) Anr on 2 6. 201
lands in Vlllage Ghevra at ?4 03, 425/ per blgha as of 6. 2 200
blllty of land in. v1llage Bakkarwala wrth o S

1 [ have determlned the fair market value of t

d T|l<n Kalan ;u is no doubt true that

v%rhereas vullage Bal<l<arwala~e doe
dther vnllages but lt has to be
prommate to the urban areas of Delhl Vi
Kalan and to that extent qua said 2 vnllage

s-a- vrs Ghevra and len; ’

s has an advantage :
ln the matters oful“

it |s ‘the. broad probabllltles and o

asseSSlng falr compensatlon
hold all 4 wllages to be_._

e

g

ess qua | some land specnal features can be shown ‘
the decnsnon ln Pratap Slnqh 5. case (supra)
3 more prox1mate in pornt of tlme to the
m concerned L am of the oplnlon that )
per to determlne the fair market
oncerned in relatlon to the falr ?

n Pratap S/nqh s case (supra)

As per the decnsron in Pratap 5/nqh5 case (supra) for the date |

pensatlon assessed was

equuvalent unl

deals wrth notlflcatlon
knotlflcatlons wrth Wthh la
lt would be JUSt fair and pro
Value of lands ‘with which l-am'c
lmarket value of lands determlned |

)

"24 7. 1995 ﬁor Category A lands fair con
|22,15,160/- per bigha and 1, 73,500/- pe
land Thé first notlflcatlon w1th whlch
25 2. 1997 whereunder lands ln Vlllage Mundk

»am concerned

e

¢
a Were acqulred l

xThe time span sweeps 1 year and 216 dal/s /e 58] days
the: annua/ /ncrease was determlned

Thus pertalnlng to Catego" A

ot

 Pratap S/nqh 5 case (supra)
l:o bé 10% per annum (flat)

; LA APP 784/2005 & connected
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,-:‘;whichilherebyflx . S b
'§30_.‘ propose to deal wnth the notlﬂca‘uon dated'

24 9 2003 after deahng wnth the notlﬂcatlon dated 17 6 2005 f

S N : }

S‘,V "L-:”

2. _.“:“ .

H . N ‘;‘ H

P n . 1

% o B . . i
= i A R AR E . . H l 3
i '§ o : S, .‘,; C

B PRI

’Iands the fa|r market value assessed IS 2‘2 49 408 75 per blg ;a-"«

| e. ?11 97 162/ per acre and for CategOry B Iands 1 assess the{ '
‘falr market value at ?2 01 117/ per blgha e, ?9 65 361 QO per".. |

\

acre f

J

(supra) for agncultural lands in Vlllage Ghevra pertamlng to a..

: not|f|cat|on lssued under Sectron 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act '
on 6 2. 2003 the falr market \/alue assessed was ?4 03, 425/ per' :

bxgha Th|s was unn‘ormly applled S|nce there lS a tlme gap ofj

_Just a Inttle over 1 month l am of the oplmon that pertamlng to -
"z)the notxﬂcatlon dated 21.3. 2003 falr market value of Iand in
: {Vlllage Mundka should be ?4 03 425/ | e ?19 36 440/- per acre ~

G
oL e e ‘;

b

pursuant whereto agncultural Iands were acqunred |n V||Iage

(Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala , T
31 . As noted herelnabove in Ch/ran// Lals case (supra)

i
'gpertalnlng to the notlﬂcatlon dated 6. 2 2003 falr market value,
‘:assessed by me was ?4 03 425/ per blgha and thus mcreaslng N

Ethe same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the ﬂgure comes to

29 The next notlﬂcat)on wrth Wthh I am concerned;.?_c,_.:f,"‘;
‘ ’dated 21 32003 perta|n|ng to V|llage Mundka ln Ch/ran// La/57r"’"
'cas (supra) wnth reference to the decrsron in Pratap S/ani_s case;?' '

. .-m..,,_:.._._-.“._...._%.:

;?4 98, 589/ per blgha whrch comes to 323, 93 227. 20 per acre

é .
ﬁ{The same |s held by me to be the fair market value of land |n .;' A
g’Vlllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17 6 2005 | decree* '
3 B L . B .
ithe same P ot ~ - _' e
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' pertalnlngéto Vlllage lakkarwala and Wlth reference to the falr.‘

fmarket vaplu;ef assesséd in C/V/ran// La/s case p would requnre to,."
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‘ l _am left w1th the notlﬁcatlon dated= 2492003

appreclate the pnce be 10% per gnnum for a perlod of 201 days
the flgure comes l;o %4 25, 641/ per blgha i.e. %20, 43 076 80 per

,

33,

- acre whlch l determme to be’ the falr market value of Iand ln'

V|llage Bakkarwala as of 24 9 200%
- Accordmgly, ,the appeals flled by the Unlon of Indla

,éreqmre to be: dlsmlssed and | hereby dlsmlss the same The

‘appeals flled by the land owners and the Cross- obJectlons fl|€d

Jby the land ovvners stands decreed as under - ."; :

B at o cod AR < iy v

y s i e e e P

BRI
o ;Mundka the falr market value |s flxed at .
32,49, 408 75 per b|gha ie. X 11, 97 162/ per acre and
?'for Category B- Iands the falr market value |s flxed at

_”;-%2 01, 117/- per. blgha i.e. 39,65, 361 60 per acre as-'
:on 25. 02 1997 o

-'For the land falllng in Category A land in Vlllage ‘

_“For the land S|tuated in Vlllage Mundka the fall“"

- '-market value s ﬂxed ‘at ¥4,03, 425/- per blgha le

: ’_fz19 36 440/ per acre, ason 21.03, 2003 A

C |||) g

bR

For the land S|tuated in Vlllage Mundka the fagrffl
‘ ""market value lS flxed at ?4 98, 589/- per blgha le ]

QQ/

: 3-?23 93 227 20 per acre as on 17-@ 56 2005 ] : o !
. :‘ R . f S Pt
P iv). For the. land qltuated in Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr
e L _market value IS flxed at ?"4 98, 589/--per blgha le
;'3 LA APP 784/2005&connected o .‘ SR S Page 18 of19 _".
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?23 93 227 20 per acre as on: 1‘7 06 2005

B s L ot TS

S

-""-i;/). For the land- srtuated 1n Vlllage Bakkarwala the f
. market value is f|xed at %4, 25 641/ per blgha
?20 43,076. 80 per acre as on 24.09. 2003 |
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\ ) Appellants and cross obJectors who have succeeded‘“

o would also be ent tled to solatlum and lnterest as per. N
statute and as clarlfled ‘in the. dec15|on reported asf_f-v'-';’-
193(2001) DLT 569 Sunder vs. - U0l for the
compensahon pa|d onglnally and as enhanced by'

T i et nn e  oe Aoy
TR ey L T R R e e

R

i the Reference Court and flnally on the sum enhanced-'

vt e

by the present Judgment and decree

t

"?\"/ii:) The appellants and cross obJectors who succeedf o

L S anmiue ahe B AR S Ny e s P e S g
- PN .

would also be entltled to proportlonate costs

| ‘\v/i.ii) CAN pendlng

phcat|ons stand o sposed of rn terms of ;

S 'the prayersf ade thereln
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